THOUGHTS ON METHODS OF CHARITY.
By a Correspondent.
It is rather strange that out-door relief should so often be granted to paupers, and anything akin to it refused to those who are above the rank of paupers, yet need aid from outside sources. It is considered hard that a poor person whose life has not been absolutely disreputable should be offered the " house," but the " house" is offered without hesitation to well-doing persons, not absolutely destitute, whom distress or infirmity prevents being wholly selfsupporting. It Of course the big building which can be visited by subscribers is an actual proof of money given, and an obvious reason, }n the expense of its upkeep, for asking for more ; but it do^s not follow that the money subscribed is thus put to the best possible use. It is rather a pleasant trip, too, for the committee to pay the place an annual visit, and admire the spotless rooms and corridors?ah, so chill in their spotlessne'ss sometimes!?look out on the well-kept gardens, and feel a glow of conscious generosity warm their beings. What do they know of the dulness of the winter evenings, the lack of cheerful companionship, the feeling that one has no longer a place in the world, which adds so much to the bitterness of old age 1
We might speak also of the even greater unwisdom of bringing up young people in institutions, but though that may be even more cruel in the end, at least the victims do not at the time feel it to be so. But sensitive souls shrink from such an avowal of poverty, even as the best of a humbler class shrink from the workhouse. Nay, many of them will not accept it. The little pension, given quietly, almost surreptitiously, that would enable them to keep a tiny home over their heads, would be welcome, but they shrink from that going around and making parade of their poverty which is an inevitable part of accepting institutional hospitality. Indeed, those who need help most caDnot obtain it, for in most of these places the voting system still obtains. Not those who need help most, but those who have most friends to work for them, have the best chance of success, for votes are given oftentimes not so much because the voter is convinced of the necessity of the case, as because he wishes to oblige the person who asks him for his vote for a particular candidate, and from whom, in turn, he can ask some future favour. The whole system is vicious, and as ? a charity, futile. The good which it does bears no proportion to the cost and trouble it entails, and, as a rule, it fails altogether to reach the most deserving.
